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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 06/27/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding rejections on claims 1 and 14, applicant argued that Bridgelall, Awater, Mohammed, 
and Leedom do not teach the claims because: the telephone controller of applicant does not have 
to initiate call transfers because the base station and AP are connected to the same network and 
same call controller; call transfer of Mohammed and Bridgelall maintains old connection while 
initiating new connection (e.g. a make before break); and Leedom teaches away because 
communications transition between different systems and protocols are initiated by the universal 
system traffic controller but not the wireless handset. 

However, the Examiner does not agree. As applicant indicated, Fig. 12 and paragraphs 
0068-0074 of Bridgelall discloses a call transfer process from WW AN to WLAN. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would recognize the mobile switching center (MSC, 1211 of Fig. 12) to 
be a telephone controller, wherein the call through WLAN (1217 of Fig. 12) initiates reroute 
voice packets to through WLAN. Yet, there is nothing in claims that limits not to have call 
transfer or any of Bridgelall's and/or Mohammed's processes including a make before break 
during call transfer. Also, there is nothing in filed specification to show that the base station and 
AP of applicant are connected to the same network. It only shows that the base station and AP 
are connected to the same call controller. In comparison, the base station and AP of Bridgelall 
are also connected to the MSC. In Mohammed, call re-route is shown to be initiated via the 
second/target wireless network as shift the burden in processing call re-route from the first/initial 



Application/Control Number: 10/600,084 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2618 

wireless network, which would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to adapt 
into the telephone, method, and system of Bridgelall for the same reason of shifting burden. 
Leedom does not teach away. In paragraph 0043, Leedom clearly discloses that the universal 
system traffic controller operates to receive system control information and to coordainate this 
information between networks to seamlessly transition a communications. In the same 
paragraph, Leedom also discloses that the universal system traffic controller could communicate 
directly with a mobile wireless handset to receive this information. So, Leedom does teach 
having the wireless handset communicating with the universal system traffic controller to assist 
the wireless handset to transit from one system to another. Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the telephone, method, and system of Bridgelall, 
Awater, and Mohammed into having the wireless handset to initiate call transfer/routing on the 
controller for obvious prompt transition operation. 

Thus, the rejections are proper and maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claim 39 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described 
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in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that 
the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 
In claim 39, applicant claims "a network; a telephone controller coupled to the network; a 
wireless local area network access point coupled to the network. . .; a base station coupled to the 
network. . ." However, according to the filed drawings and specification (Fig. 3 and paragraphs 
0036-0037 of published application), the access point and the base station are never disclosed as 
being coupled to the same network. 

For examination purpose, the Examiner takes the disclosure of filed specification and drawing. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-9, 14-19 and 39-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bridgelall (US2002/0085516) in view of Awater et al. (US200 1/00 10689), Mohammed 
(US2003/01 19548), and Leedom, Jr (US2001/0036835). 

Regarding claim 1, Bridgelall teaches a wireless voice over Internet Protocol (VoIP) telephone, 
comprising: 

a wireless handset that comprises a wireless personal area network transceiver configured 



to communicate with a wireless personal area network, a wireless local area network transceiver 
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configured to communicate with a wireless local area network, and a selecting device for 
selecting between the wireless personal area network transceiver and the wireless local area 
network transceiver (Figs. 1-2, paragraphs 001 1, 0026); 

wherein the wireless handset is in voice communication with a telephone controller 
(MSC of Figs. 2 & 12), the controller is configured to communicate with a base station (106 of 
Fig. 1) coupled to the wireless personal area network and an access point (104 of Fig. 1) coupled 
to the wireless local area network (Fig. 1, paragraph 0026); 

wherein the selecting device is configured to send a signal via the wireless local area 
network transceiver to route the voice communication for the wireless handset through the 
wireless local area network responsive to the wireless personal area network transceiver being 
unable to detect a wireless personal area network connection (Fig. 1 , paragraph 0026, where 
obviously the signal has to be via wireless local area network transceiver since the wireless 
personal area network connection is off); and 

wherein the selecting device is configured to send a signal to route the voice 
communication for the wireless handset through the wireless personal area network responsive to 
reestablishing a connection with the wireless personal area network (Fig. 1, paragraphs 0026 & 
0065, where network selection bases on user's preference). 

But, Bridgelall does not expressly disclose send a signal to the controller via the personal area 
network transceiver to route the voice communication; and wherein the selecting device selects 
the wireless personal area network transceiver for routing the voice communication through the 
wireless personal area network when the wireless personal area network transceiver detects a 
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wireless personal area network connection, otherwise the selecting device selects the wireless 
local area network transceiver. 

However, Bridgelall teaches initiating call re-route by the handset after detection of WLAN 
(paragraphs 0065, 0069-0070). 

Awater et al. teach a wireless handset having selecting device to select connection between 
WLAN and WPAN, where WPAN is set as preferential connection (Fig. 1, paragraphs 0050- 
0054). 

Mohammed teaches a subscriber device (12 of Fig. 1) enters and communicates with a wireless 
local area network (16 of Fig. 1) which causes a server/controller (24 of Fig. 1) to seamlessly re- 
route a call from a cellular network (15 of Fig. 1) to the wireless local area network (paragraphs 
0055-0059). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to know that call re- 
route can be initiated via the second/target wireless network as shift the burden in processing call 
re-route from the first/initial wireless network of Bridgelall. 

Leedom, Jr. teaches a mobile handset (UMMAD, 4 of Fig. 1) sends a transition request directly 
to a universal system traffic controller (21 of Fig. 1) to re-route a call from one communications 
system to another when within range (paragraphs 0043-0049), which would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply that the mobile handset can initiate call routing 
between networks via the target network in light of Mohammed for direct call re-route initiation. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate having WPAN set as preferential connection for wireless handset 
selecting device taught by Awater et al. and sending direct call re-route request to the telephone 
controller when entering a wireless network taught by Mohammed and Leedom, Jr. into the 
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wireless VoIP telephone of Bridgelall, in order to save power consumption and provide direct 
call re-route initiation. 

Regarding claim 14, Bridgelall, Awater et al., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach a method for a 
wireless handset to send and receive voice over Internet Protocol using a wireless voice over 
Internet Protocol telephone as explained in claim 1 above, where Awater et al. teach mode 
detection (paragraphs 0054-0055). 

Regarding claim 39, Bridgelall, Awater et al., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach a system as 
explained in response to claim 1 above. 

Regarding claims 2 and 16, Bridgelall, Awater et al., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach the 
limitations of claims 1 and 14. 

Bridgelall, Awater et al, Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach a base station that comprises a 
wireless personal area network transceiver for communicating with the wireless personal area 
network transceiver of the wireless handset (inherent in Awater et al; 106 of Fig. 1 of 
Bridgelall). 

Regarding claim 3, Bridgelall, Awater et al., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach the limitation of 
claim 2. 
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Bridgelall teaches the base station further comprising a network interface card, wherein the base 
station notifies a wireless local area network when a wireless personal area network signal from 
the wireless handset is not detected (paragraph 001 1, where the same obviously applies to 
transfer between WPAN and WLAN). 

Regarding claims 4 and 41, Bridgelall, Awater et al., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach the 
limitations of claims 2 and 39. 

Bridgelall teach the wireless personal area network transceiver of the base station is a Bluetooth 
transceiver and the wireless personal area network transceiver of the wireless handset is a 
Bluetooth transceiver (paragraph 0026). 

Regarding claim 5, Bridgelall, Awater et al., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach the limitation of 
claim 2. 

Awater et al. teach the wireless personal area network transceiver of the base station is an 
infrared transceiver and the wireless personal area network transceiver of the wireless handset is 
a infrared transceiver (paragraph 0005, which would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to utilize an infrared connection instead of Bluetooth as design preference). 

Regarding claim 6, Bridgelall, Awater et al., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach the limitation of 
claim 2. 

Bridgelall teaches the controller is a phone controller that is communicatively coupled to at least 
one access point over a local area network, and to the base station (EGC of paragraph 001 1). 
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Regarding claims 7, 19 and 42, Bridgelall, Awater et al., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach the 
limitations of claims 1,18 and 39. 

Awater et al. teach the wireless local area network transceiver is an 802.1 lx transceiver (128 of 
Fig. 1). 



Regarding claim 8, Bridgelall, Awater et al., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach the limitation of 
claim 1 . 

Awater et al. teach the wireless personal area network transceiver is an infrared transceiver 
(paragraph 0005 of Awater et al., which would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to utilize an infrared connection instead of Bluetooth as design preference). 



Regarding claims 9 and 17, Bridgelall, Awater et al., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach the 
limitations of claims 1 and 16. 

Awater et al. teach the wireless personal area network transceiver is a Bluetooth transceiver (130 
of Fig. 1). 



Regarding claim 15, Bridgelall, Awater et al., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach the limitation 
of claim 14. 

Bridgelall teaches wherein the wireless local area network transceiver is at a remote location and 
communicatively coupled to the base station (paragraph 001 1). 
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Regarding claim 18, Bridgelall, Awater et al., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach the limitation 
of claim 16. 

Bridgelall teaches authenticating the wireless handset by the base station (paragraph 0032). 

Regarding claim 40, Bridgelall, Awater eta 1., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach the limitation 
of claim 39. 

Bridgelall, Awater eta 1., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach wherein the wireless handset 
communicates Voice over Internet Protocol compatible packets with the telephone controller 
(obvious as packets going to indoor system server of Mohammed through IP networks). 

Regarding claim 43, Bridgelall, Awater eta 1., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach the limitation 
of claim 39. 

Bridgelall, Awater eta 1., Mohammed, and Leedom, Jr. teach wherein the telephone controller 
communicates with the base station using an Internet Protocol compatible protocol and the 
telephone controller communicates with the wireless local area network access point using an 
Internet Protocol compatible protocol (obvious as packets going to indoor system server of 
Mohammed through IP networks). 
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Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ZHIYU LU whose telephone number is (571)272-2837. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Weekdays: 9AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nay Maung can be reached on (571) 272-7882. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Zhiyu Lu /Nay A. Maung/ 

Examiner Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 

Art Unit 2618 2618 

IZ. LJ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2618 
September 24, 2008 



